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Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



09/685,419 



ZHOU, GUOJUN 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



ABUL K. AZAD 



2654 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) ABUL K. AZAD . 



(3) GUOJUN ZHOU (INVENTOR) . 



(2) STEVEN P. SKABRAT (REG. NO. 36.279) . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 14 January 2003 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)E3 No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1 and 6 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: JUNQUA et al. (US 6.324.512) and COHEN et al (EP 1 014 277) . 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)M was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: The applicant argued that "automatic summarization" is not taught by prior art as 
claimed in claim 6. The examiner has consider the argument but did not agree with the applicant The applicant also 
explains his invention. The examiner cosider the applicants explanation. The applicant also proposed to amend the 
claim either by adding claim 6 limitations or adding new limitations according to agenda sent by the applicant. . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

i)0 It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview(if box is 



Unless the paragraph above has been checked, THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office 
action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A 
STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on 
reverse side or on attached sheet. 



checked). 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Intel Corporation 

2111 N. E. 25th Ave. 
Hillsboro, OR 97124 



Intel Legal Team 



Fax 



To: 

Abul K. Azad 



Page 1 of 2 

Urgent 
Confidential 
Date: 7-Jan-03 

Fax: 

(703)746-5728 



M/S: 



From: 

Steve Skabrat 



Fax: 

(503) 264-1729 



Subject: 

Teleconference Regarding App. 09/685,419 



M/S: 
JF3-147 



A CONFIRMATION COPY OF THIS DOCUMENT: 
WILL NOT BE SENT 

Message: 

Attached please find the agenda for the teleconference scheduled at 4:00pm (EST) on January 
14, 2003, 



Important Notice 

This inf ormation is intended to be for the use of the individual or entity named on this transmittal sheet, if you 
are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of this 
faxed information is prohibited. If you have received this facsimile in error, please notify the sender by 
telephone immediately so that arrangements can be made for the retrieval of the original document at no cost to 
you. 

Received from < > at 1/7/03 2:04:35 PM [Eastern Standard Time] 
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09/685,419 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
In re Patent Application of: 
Guojun Zhou 



Application No.: 09/685,419 
Docket No.: P9908 



Filed: 



10/10/2000 



For: Language Independent Voice-based 
Search Engine 



Examiner: Abul K. Azad 
Art Unit: 2654 



PHONE INTERVIEW AGENDA 



Dear Mr. Azad: 



In response to the Office action dated December 2, 2002, a teleconference 
has been scheduled with you on January 14, 2003. Please refer to the following 
agenda for the conference. 

1. In rejecting claim 6, the Examiner is erronous in asserting that Junqua 
teaches "automatic summarization" in the present invention. Automatic 
summarization module will generate a gist of the search results, which is not taught 
or suggested by Junqua. 

2. The applicant would like to amend the claims to recite an automatic 
destination language selection feature. 

3. The applicant would also like to recite other new features described in the 
specification into claims, such as automatic search across multiple languages, 
usage of multiple search engines, etc. 



Sincerely, 



Dated: 




Stevdn P. Skabrat 
Senior Attorney 
Intel Corporation 
Registration No. 36,279 
(503) 264-8074 
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